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“ig GENCY — EVIDENCE — Testi-| no power to bind. :nakes himsel Craftsmanship 
J€ Amel meny by the agent, in court, personally liable to the other ,, ee sa 
*\-CCese@lll is admissible to establish the contracting party. He impliedly . i al girs = ssa ; — (Continued from last week) 
nboy Ball fact and scope of his agency. warrants his authority. The Steatest single lack in legal edu-| ie Ree 
\GENCY—One who purports to earlier cases held him liable on C@U0m today is the absence of nil eg Rtg nollie the County 
contract as agent for another the contract itself: at the pre- pi reipcanll - Plc isi oe 7 Se ae ae 
whom he has no power to bind, sent time the majority rule holds “)* P@ssins Pa, sein ee mee a “a : pet nod pint 
makes himself personally lia- him liable not on the contract 7" Cratcenaneny 1 the law and eonpeedle the chee tiara — 
i @f ble to the other contracting but cn the warranty. New Jersey 7°) 00.5 0) (OE prelession, tg PE sei rsh ee ange pnts 
if Ne@™l party as he impliedly warrants cases hold the purported agent ~” Llewellyn, University of Chi- —e = vecdigpunie Dp pedir 
) i ce ; ve ig? ; Seg pene (eer | OROO. EOLESS declared. and denied the same, and fur- 
} his own authority. yn the contract. The complaint ther charged P with beine so 
-One who contracts with a pur- charged the partnevs as the con- Llewellyn and Howard L. | sil or ine Boe : pa e 
U ported agent for another who tracting parties. This was suf- Barkdull, president of the Amer- Sear layed sh aia inal 
in fact is not such agent, may ficient though it would have ican Bar Ass were guest ~* pad - —— 7. pe ee 
hold the agent liable if he been safer to include counts on speakers at th tumn dinner aoe Fun. a 1991, before srial, 
relie!, even partially, on the both theories of the University of Chicago law ea gery Pik page aoe 
‘ Sena re a ae he kes Sa led in the action a document, 
- = agent's assertion of = —— pee Q wigs — | tne body of which read, “The 
GENCY — PLEADING — In su- iS, pISIN Gat tn ct ie Conia ee 
ia , eet om 3 Pig RP a Bit gation of th rganiz ar sed, without costs to either par- 
ee purpertes bia Se ; y of agency, to the Law Student and to the ty.” This was signed by both 
tract made by him, it is only on th€ youne Lawys itlined the attorneys and was executed in 
safer to sue both on the con- al. Clearly, | sccntinne ci SS ae pe : 7 penn < petng oe “8 D 
tract and on his warranty of * wholly on a Res per ng - consideration of $600 paid 7» 
Lopity. hicle to enable to P, for which P also gave D 
agg authorn, school to a general release under seal. 
= D d fron ni n the same On July 1, 1951. D sued P in 
: wae J.A.D 29 the Junior the Superior Court, Law Division, 
ellat the bar as- for $3,000 damages to his car and 
B ey et for personal injuries resulting 
S Krie = leaders has {rom the collision July 1, 1950, 
I he duty of the before mentioned. P moved to 
ae o ; ; legal professioz and is the @iSmiss the complaint, attaching 
OURNA eee ae all on the assurance given | lawyers who f1 the very nat- '© his motion an aiMdavit recit- 
tN: Defen nts Abé atin, faa i s ure of th o are best ing the facts above outlined. 
Weis sgriak The ji o all de qualified an import- ~~ | en 
-TUNI Saat lias a “- woe ts is seh O ant place in the American sche- Judges Assume New 
Pace oa: , the outcome me,” the ABA leader said. Duties 
a Tweed Reelected eee gen ppskemest G. Dixon Speakman, new judge 
President of National later to be m them as mem- pack = Pigg ee 
y e here +} yr — oq | DW ULE + AL Apps ys iat zs 
Legal Aid Ass'n —* il oe achat 'S'monies by Essex Assignment 
ITED : ee aa an 5 Pe ig ts eee oS ee Judge William A. Smith, at the 
At the closing session of the of the prof EX ee Court House, yesterday. Judge 
I sount plaintiff alleged twenty-ninth annual conference lewells iority in the Speakman assumed his new 
1ers ordered a ir- of the National Legal Aid Asso- | field of comme! law and ju-| qyties shortly after the cere- 
1e materials. In anothe lation held at the Warwick Ho- | risprudence, told alumni, stud-| mony was completed. 
{1 they purchased some tel in Philadelphia October 31st ents and uests at the! jydee Richard Harshorne. who 
é of Baron. through November 2nd, Harrison dinner that cisappearance was elevated to the Federal 
P] testified that the Tweed, of New York City. was!of sustained study of the know bench, was sworn in by Senior 
ordered the material reelected president of the organ- how of craftsmanship has led to U. S. District Court Judge For- 
lim tney were t be 1Zation. a wasteage f national resources man on October 29th. Judge 
to Baron's account i officers elected were: that remind the run-off partshorne sat yesterday for the 
ron had sn instru president, Hon. Fred of topsoil first time in his new capacity, 
do. Plaintiff test 1, Chief Justice of the “The range mmunicable, also. ; 
thereupon teleph tates Supreme Court; transmissible skills, which ran 
Baro} nd that Baron honorary sident, Allen oyt into the sea with the death Essay Contest Topic 
vould pay for the ma- Maxwell, of York City; of such lawve Johnson, Root 
Baron denied this con- three vice presidents, Raynor M.'| ang Hughes incalculable Ruigers University Schoo] ot 
ae Gardiner, of Boston, Mass.; How- Joss to the | essor and to the| Law announces that the topic 
eye Toe partners and Baron cross ard L. Barkdull, of Cleveland. nation,” Li said. for the Beatrice Gutkin Founda- 
0. im gainst each other Phe Ohio; ‘Reginald Heber Smi h, of No trainit he added. can ‘lon Prize Essay Contest is: How 
ous i nitted the partners to Bos mn, Mass.; reasurer, Win- substitute for inborn talent. but 1S @ Corporation's earnings 01 
to their arr 1: throp W. Aldrich, New York City, sound trainit an hugely in- Profits account affected by a 
This testi 1y was and secretary, Emery A. Brow- crease the effe veness even of Section 115(c) redemption which 
over Baron’s obje I Rochester, N. Y hich talent rreatly con- | 5 in an amount in excess of the 
cy could t be ed the breakfast conference te merken ( level of the capital paid in for the stock re- 
1eld on Friday mort Jane wiaike deemed?” 
W. Starkey, supervising attorney sri a snoy! in order to explain the topic 
f the Legal, Aid Sommitice of)... “Ces as wane red the following example is given: 
the Oregor tate Bar, presided did sales dergs ; thagehases oe take the case of 4s corporation 
; us he oe te rhey — sa which was originally incorporat- 
ae aa : 3 wo ™ ed with capital stock of $100,000, 
tee iehavnuseee held equally by two individuals 
‘They 4, above all. @ The corporation through the 
ructure permanence | years has acquired an earned 
hich di vith the | surplus of $400,000, and its real 
Gesine . 1 insle craitsman | estate has appreciated, so that 
and wk de used Dotn tO | jt is worth, on an appraised value 
guide the no\ rK, lO Sp€e€C phasis, $400,000 in excess of book 
it, anda reliable, NOt | value. Thus, the net worth of 
he igh level Of the corporation, on an appraisal 
peri basis, is $900,000. At this point 
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vled For this reason 
new trial as to 









ourt finds the partners 
authorized to 
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purports to con t as 
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d issed the merits of the three 
riminal de- 

he ed assigned 

e) rate defender 
ffices anc defender of- 
the as- 





with the 
a r Association, 
was held Friday eve Hon. 
Herbert Goodrich, president of 
the Philadelphia Legal Aid Soci- 
acted as toastmaster, and 
le speakers were Arthur Little- 
ton. chancellor of the Philadel- 
phia Bar Associaticn; Hon. Geo- 
Wharton Pepper, former 
United States Senator, and Hon. | 
Howard L. Barkdull. president of 
the American Bar Association. 


Iphia 





nine 
iiill=. 
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the corporation redeems and re- 


Copyright Institute tires all of the capital stock of 
Lecture November 19 one of the stockhoiders, paying 


+ 


$450.000 


the 


to nim the amount oc 
The problem is directe 
question of the extent 


‘ i d to 
re in the Copy- “op 
ne to which 


sti eries sponsored (hin eaundh ‘emule “aamsaeah ci 

Wederal Mar Aimuetitinn hen bs arnec 3 urplus - yun : 
r NT tne corporat snou e reauc- 
Y k N Jersey and 1 Irporation snoul reau 


ed by this transaction. 

All these must ve submitted 
the Office of the Law School no 
later than March 31. 1952. Each 
thesis should be about 10,000 
words long. 

As previously announced, the 
prize is offered to a member of 
the Bar of New Jersey or a stud- 
ent taking the course in Advanc- 
ed Federal Taxation at Rutgers 
University School of Law by Mr. 
Sydney A. Gutkin, Assistant Pro- 
fessor. The prize is to be in the 

‘amount of $250.00. 


j ill ke given on 
y eveni! November 19th, 
at Federal irt House, Foley 
Square, New York, at 7:30 P.M. 

The topic to be discussed will 
be, “Public Performance Rights 
ir: Music and Performance Right 
Societies”. The lecturer will be 
Herman Fink -Istein, General 
Attorney, nerican Society of 
Composers, Authors, and Pub- 
lishers. A forum discussion will 
follow the lecture. 

Admission is 


LO 














iree. 


New Jersey State Bar Examinations 
Attorneys - October 1951 





D contended that (1) even if 


P were correct in theory he is 
following incorrect practice and 
the particular remedy is _ not 
now available, and (2) on the 
merits, P is not ertitled to the 
relief he now demands. Decide 
the motion, considering both 


problems. 


22. Builder, B, agreed in writ- 


ing with owner, O, to erect an 
apartment building for O for 
$200,000, accordine to certain 


plans and specifications and to 
have the building ready by April 
1, 1951. B was unabie to complete 
the building because he could 
not procure the necessary steel. 
O sued B for damages. B answer- 
ed setting up the following de- 
fenses. (1) impossibility of per- 
formance due to inability to pro- 
cure steel; (2) wricten release by 
O reading “I hereby B 
from all damages. Dated April 30, 
1951, (signed) O.”. 

Decide the case 

23. An Act of Congress »rovid- 
ed that all honorab'y discharged 
members of the Arined Feorces of 
the United States should be paid 


release 


a pension of $1.00 a month for 
each meonth’s service during a 
war, and that all such persons 


who suffered a service-connected 
injury (not intentionally inflict- 


ed) resulting in a permanent 
physical disability of 25%. or 
more, should receive an addi- 
tional $1.00 per month. Under 


the Act the existence of such dis- 
ability and its extent are to be 
determined by the Veterans Bur- 
eau, with a right of appeal to 
the United States District Court, 
which court is to hear the cause 
de novo. 

Further, any judgment of the 
United States District Court so 
rendered awarding a disability 
allowance is to be reported to 
the Secretary of War, who, if he 
finds the same to be supported 
by any evidence, shall report the 
judgment to Congress, for action 
in the budget of the US. for 
the following fiscal year. 

Smith, admittedly an 
ably discharged veteran having 
service between 1942 and 1946 
claimed an injury which entitled 
him to the added benefit. This 
claim was rejected by the Veter- 
ans Bureau, because of a finding 


honor- 


that the injury was to the ex- 
tent of only 20% disability. On 
appeal to the United States Dis- 
trict Court, the Judge said, “This 
court does not ha jurisdiction; 
the appeal is dismissed.” Was 


the Judge correc 

24. Mrs. T died in April, 1949. 
In part her will provided, “I give 
to my husband, John, all money 


I have on deposit with B. Bank, 


however any money in said ac- 
count at my husband’s death 


shall be held by my niece, Mary, 


absolutely and forever. 

John died in May, 1949 intes- 
ate, and X was appointed ad- 
ministrator. The leeacy left by 
Mrs. T. is still on deposit with 


am- 


k 


B. Bank. Mary sued X, as 
ministrator of John, in the Su- 
perior Court, asking that the 


paragraph above quoted be con- 
strued 


in favor of Mary. 
Decide the case. 
25. On March 1, 


1951, White 


applied to Black for a loan of 
$5,000. Black agreed to make the 
loan 
by 
home in Belmar, N.J., and obtain 
from the Ocean Title Co. an ab- 
stract 
said property was aot subject to 
any prior encumbrances. 


would secure it 
tgage on White’s 


if White 
1 $5,000 mor 


of title showing that the 


White accepted these condi- 


tions and the next day applied 





(Continued on Page, Col. 1) 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS 
FALSE SWEARING — One who During the summer of 1950 the 


voluntarily submits to ques- 
tioning under oath by the Pro- 
secutor in connection with in- 
vestigation of alleged crimes is 
guilty of the crime of false 
swearing if he willfully gives 
false testimony in the investi- 
gation. 

NOTARIES PUBLIC — A Notary 
Public may administer an oath 
in advance of tesiimony taken 
by the Prosecutor in the course 
investigation of alleged crime. 

CRIMINAL LAW—The Prosecu- 
tor has the power to take the 
voluntary testimony of persons 
under oath in conducting an 
investigation of alleged crme. 
Digested from 32n opinion by 

Jacobs, S.J.A.D. rendered Oct. 26, 

1951. Appellate Div. State v. Ei- 

senstein. For appellant—John E. 

Toolan. For respondent—Edward 

Gaulkin (Richard 7. Congleton, 

Prosecutor and Charles V. Webb 

Jr. Asst. Pros., attys. C. William 

Caruso on the brief). 
Defendant appea!s from a con- 

viction for the crime of false 

swearing 
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SAVINGS INSURED TO $10,900 


$1 or more starts an account 





LEGAL FOR TRUST FUNDS 


Save by mail or in person 


SAVINGS 


AND LOAN ASSOCIATION 


Commerce St., Newark 2, W. dé. 


LOTTI 











Essex County rosecutor con- 
ducted an investigation’of alleg- 
ed crimes committed in connec- 
ticn with milk licenses. In re- 
sponse to the Prosecutor’s re- 
quest, defendant voluntarily ap- 
peared on July 24, 1950 at the 
Prosecutor’s office for questicon- 
ing. He was attended by counsel, 
was edvised of the nature of the 
investigation, and before being 
questioned responded  affirma- 
tively to the following oath ad- 
ministered by a Notary Public 
“Do you, Mr. Eisenstein, 
mnly swear that the testimony 
you are about to give in the mat- 
ter of the issuance of milk per- 
mits by the Newark Health De- 
partment, June 1950, shall be the 
truth, the whole, truth and noth- 


sole- 


ing but the truth, so help you 
God?” 
Defendant was then inter- 


rogated and gave detailed testi- 
mony. On August 10, 11 and 16 
1950 he gave further sworn testl- 
mony. All his testimony was re- 
corded and transcribed by the 
Notary Public, who is also a Cer- 
tified Snorthand Reporter. 
Thereafter defendant was in- 
dicted, tried and convicted of 


| willfully swearing falsely on July 


24 and August 16. 

Defendant contends he did not 
swear falsely before any person 
“authorized by virtue of any pro- 
vision of law of this State to ad- 
minister an oath” as required 
by RS. 2:157-4. He argues the 
Notary did not have the required 
authority and the Prosecutor 
was not authorized to conduct 
the examination under oath. 

Held: The New Jersey Legis- 
lature, as early as 1864, provided 
that with certain exceptions, 
oaths, affirmations and affidavits 
taken for any lawful purpose 
may be administered by Notaries 
Public. R.S. 41:2-1 now provides 
that oaths, affirmations or affi- 
davits “necessary or proper to be 
made, taken or used in any Court 
of this State, or for any lawful 
purpose whatever’ may, with 
certain exceptions, be aminister- 
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led by Notaries Public. The ex- 
|ceptions are not material here. 

Defendant contends his exam- 
ination under oath was within 
the exclusive power of the Grand 
Jury and that consequently the 
examination before the Prosecu- 
tor was not a lawful purpose 
within the contemplation of R.S. 
41:2-1. 








One of the primary responsi- 
bilities of the Prosecutor is to 
nake appropriate investigation 
of alleged c 1 conduct. In 
onnectio1 ith he may 
yropverly e persons 
navi de knowledze. 


have the 
re 


Though he may not 


he may talk 





power oO! S ibp yen 
Jluntary  state1 its under 
oath. cf R.S. 41:2-3 
lant des this and 


Defendant conc 

t the end of his ex- 
he had verified as 
= prosecution 
been in order, but 
gues that by administering the 


oath in advance of testi- 





the 





mony, the Notary exceeded his 
autl Neither reason nor 
decision supports this position. 
The fac hat the oath was ad- 
ministered in advance rather 
than at the close of the inter- 


rogation does not appear to have 
>nificance. 
The Court is satisfied that the 
Notary Public was authorized by 
R.S 41:2-1 to administer 
oath and acted within his autho- 
rity in doing. 

Affirmed. 





SU 


NEGLIGENCE — UNAVOID- 
ABLE ACCIDENT—It is error 
to charge the jury on “un- 
avoidable accident” where the 
testimony is such as to pre- 
ciude a finding that the ac- 
cident occurred while all con- 
cerned were exercising care. 

WORDS AND PHRASES — NEG- 
LIGENCE UNAVOIDABLE 
ACCIDENT — An accident is 
‘unavoidabie” only when ordi- 
nary care and diligence cculd 
not have prevented it. 


Di 


NEGLIGENCE—The defense of 
uvavoidable ace:dent is avail- 
ab'e under a general denial; 
it need not be specially plead- 
ed or raised. 

Digested fri 


1951. Appe 





S 





VS 
i) an aciicn [or adam- 
u S E SO Injures: a:1e z= 


’ Mrs. Hodgson 
ndant Pohl, 
ided 














he defendants 
, returned ver- 
as to all de- 





of no cause 
|fendants and plaintiffs appealed. 
| The taxi was proceeding north 
}on Atlantic Ave, little used 
idirt thoroughfare. It neared a 
j driveway on the east side as the 
| truck was about to enter Atlan- 
ic Ave. from the driveway. The 
|cab driver testified he was driv- 
ling slowly, that he didn’t see the 
jtruck emerging until he was 
jabout 10 ft the driveway, 
that he could have stopped, that 
the truck was also going slowly. 
that he “put on gas and tried 
to beat him”. The truck driver 
testified he could not see to his 
left as his view obstructed 
by a building and yet. that with- 
out sounding his horn, he pro- 
ceeded into the roadway. Tne 
right rear fender of the cab and 
the r front bumper of the 
truck came in contact. The col- 
lision was yarently slight. 


Each defendant answered 


from 


was 





hat, 


a 





denying negligence and blaming 
the other. 
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P.L.I. Issues New Monographs on Estate Taxes, 
Estate Planning, and Other Tax Subjects 


The New York Practising Law 
Institute has published a 
172-page monograpn on the Fed- 
eral Estate Tax”, writ 
rian W. DeWind, Couns 


just 








The court charged 


Cuty of each driver 


the jury on 
and the 





ry Z 

Plaintiffs conte this was 
error. 

Held: There was no error, as 


plaintiffs urge, in 
charge on an 
The defense of ur 
cident, if raised by 
available under 
nial of negligence 
be affirmatively ple 
But there 1 
the charge under the testimony 
here because the _ testimony 
negated the existence of the ele- 
ment necessary to support a 
finding unavoidable accident, 
and the charge on unavoidable 
accident as given was particular- 
ly inappropriate. 
An accident deemed to be 
unavoidable only when ordinary 
care and diligence would not 
have prevented it. An unavoid- 
able accident is one not caused 
by the fault of any of the per- 
sons: if the accident could have 
been prevented by either person 
by means suggested by common 





10t raised. 
voidable ac- 
the evidence, 
general 
nd need 
:ded 


ror 
















was er 





of 


iS 





prudence, it is not deemed un- 
avoidable. The testimany here 
precluded any valid finding that 


the accident occurred while ali 


concerned were exércising ordi- 
nary care. 

An “unavoidable accident” in 
the sense of ‘inevitable’ means 


absolutely unavoid- 
1 by the un- 


Operations of nat- 


one which is 
able because 
controllable 













ure. An “unavoidable accident” 
in the sense of inevitable means 
one having its or in causes 


ther than the ex 


arencyv 


f man. The court defined ‘“un- 











vestigating the operatio: 
Internal Revenue laws, 
ly Tax Legislative Couns: 
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member the 
Weiss, i 
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pletely 


tax re 





A ne f 
widely d rapl 
tate Plan 3V 
Trachtn be iss 
fall by th ising 
stitute. I in 
changes resu 9 fror 


decisions, an explanati 
effect the Powers of : 
ment of 1951 an 


C 
about inte*viv 


oI 
Act 
material 
fers. 

The Institute 
published two monog: 
especial interest to lawy 
handle corporate matter 
on “The 
is designed to orient the 
tioner in the operation 
tax and to furnish him ¥ 
knowledge its detail 
handling corporate trar 
he will recognize and 
excess profits tax proble 
adequate familiarity T! 
new monograph, entit! 
Aspects of Executives’ | 
sation”’, covers salary. b 
officers’ expense cedu 
corporations; qualified 
qualified pension plan 
Sharing plans; annuit: 
deferred compensatio! 
tracts; death benefits; 
tions; and stock purcha 


Copies of these m 


Excess Profits T 





Ol 





may be obtained for 
from the York P 


New 
ute, 57 Willian 
N.Y 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS 


)0PTION — INTERNATIONAL 


tAv—A foreign decree of 
jdoption will not be recogniz- 
od in New Jersey where the 
foreign proceeding dees not 
pniorm to our public policy. 

, foreign adoption is, under 
international comity, entitled 
to recognition if the law of the 
fore gn country on adoption is 
essentially the same as the 


local law on the subject, but 


not if it is so different that 
reccznizing it would violate 
joc policy. 

Nev Jersey will not recognize 
3 foreign adoption where the 
chi had not lived in the 
home ef the alleged adopting 
parents. 

ATEENATIONAL LAW—Quare, 
“wh her a mere recital in a 
decree that A.B. at the insti- 
tution of a proceeding was 
present through his attorney 


is conelusive under interna- 
| comity of the proposi- 
hat A.B. actually brought 
suit. 


to! 
tlor 
the 








ntroversy center 
idoption of h 
under a decree of the 
yurts and the effect 1 
that decree. 
ill was made Oct. 3, lf 
s no provision 
died in i947 
that John 
in 1946 by a procee 
rinth Court of F 
1 the Kingciom of Greece 
argues by virtue 
tatute R.S. $:3-9 Nich 
entitled to 
the esta‘e as 
wedlock and tl 
Ris s2e-15, & 

















5 + 





ied to have died intes- 
“e the will was made 
ynn had no issue and 


o provision for issue he 
her er might have. It is 
srguec that Nicholas is in 


issue had after 





ol 


defendant, the widow of 
contends Nicholas was 
adopted and that all that 
ne or authorized t 






to 
the steps necessary to bring 

from Greece to the 
tates for adoption here. 


was 


as 





Nicholas is not and never was 

he United States. John was 
not in Greece at any time be- 
v ecution of the will 







the exe 





and his death. 

Held: The proceedings and 
yf the Greek court show 
‘ discrepancies which might 
1 and the proof of the 


record submitt- 


aecree 





and 





Ir ee 

ed are as equally consistent with 
defendant's contention as with 
Jlaintiff’s contention. 


John never appeared personal- 
yin the Greek action and never 
] papers 


r any of the filed 
Greece. Nor is ¢] 


ithorization by 




























me eci na re 
B € ns it OI a proce- 
qd h his 
rne is conclusive by 
e nal comitv of the pro- 
S hat AB actually 
he suit f unde- 
ded as it need be answer- 
While court has 
ibts as to f irisdic- 
he Greek he mat- 
S lecide } basis 
s not neces do so 
q 8 does Y £2 
hrough a thoroug 
nd discussion of 
eedings in its opinion 
The ‘orelg1 idoyntion canno 
be enforced here necausSeé ] ls 
ec ynflict with our public 
policy in matters of adoption. R 
S. 9:3-5 sets forth our public 
policy that adoption shall not be 
oj : without a preliminary 
yf intimate living during 


all concerned have a 
to see, measure, and re- 
the personal contacts 
and impacts which would result 

the adoption. The statute 
that before adoption, a 





riect on 


rom 


requires 


chilc i shall have lived in the 
home of the persons seeking 
adoption for at least one year 
and that the court may, in its 
discretion, reduce tnis minimum 
period but not to less than 6 
months 

The force to be accorded the 

“eck decree comes not from the 





of 
but 


credit clause 
constitution, 


faith and 
federal 


full 
our 
from international law or com- 
itv. The weight of authority is 
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proceeding 


that a child adopted in a foreign 


county may t 





nder local sta- | 


tutes of descent if such foreign | 


country had jurisdiction to fix 
his statuts respect to his 
adoptive parents, but this rule of 


is subject to 
the adoption 


international ¢ 
the condition 


law of the stat Which the 
real and personal property is 
situate, does not differ essential- 


the country 
ion was had, 
is not violat- 
ind giving ef- 
the adoption proceedings 
ntry. 
would be vio- 
ng and giving 


ly from *the laws 
in which ad 
so that local } 
ed by recogni 
fect to 
of the 
Our public 
lated by 





foreign 


effect to the < adoption pro- 
ceedings and therefore those 
proceedings ma y not prevail 
here. 

Affirmed 


CONTEMPT — Civil contempt 
preceedings in matrimonial 
actions may be initiated by no- 


tice but the preferable pro- 
cedure is by order to show 
cause. 
AMENDMENT—ALIMONY — An 
amendment of the cause of 
action under R 3:84-4 from 
divorce to separate mainten- 


ance is not such a termination 
or dismissal of the original ac- 
ticn as will terminate an order 
for alimony pendente lite en- 
tered therein 
CONTEMPT—ALIMONY The 
validity of an order for tem- 


porary alimony cannot be at- 
tacked in contempt proceed- 
ings based thereon except on 


the ground of lack of jurisdic- 

tion. 

Digested 
Eastwood, J.A.D 
29, 1951. Kerk 
respondent—Charl: S. Joe'son 
For appellant—Peter Cohn (Hy- 
men D. Goldbe1 itty 


opinion 
ndered 
Kerkos. For 


by 
Oct 


Defendan ypeals from an 
order adjudgin him in con- 
tempt for failure comply with 
an order fo! ipport pendente 
lite. 

Plaintiff ‘omplaint for 
divorce. On Sept. 16, 1949 an 
order for alimony pendente lite 
was advised and filed. On Oct. 





24, 1949, unde! 
3:84-4 plaintiff file 


1uthority 


y of R. 
d an amended 


complaint askin g for separate 
maintenance. Defendant compli- 
ed with rder of Sept. 16 
until Dec. 15, 1950. On Feb. 10, 


1950 plaintiff moved to increase 
the pendente allowance and 





defendant made a cross motion 
to decrease amount thereof. 
On Feb. 21, 1950 the advisory 
master advised one order deny- 
ing both motions. On Jan. 26, 
1951, on motion, defendant was 
adjudged inc mpt for failure 
to pay the alimony pendente 
lite. The Chancery Court, after 
final hearing, granted plaintiff 
separate maintenance on her 


bill. 
Defendant contends (1) a con- 
tempt proceeding in a matri- 
monial action cannot 
ed by notice 
order of Sept 


(2) the 
1949 became 


motion; 
16, 


inoperative on Dec. 20. 1950 when | 


the cause ection for divorce 
was dismissed 3) 
Sept. 16 was 
granted. 
Held: (1) 
ed was a civil conternpt of omis- 
sion. Public contemnts, are crim- 
inal in nature, and unlike pri- 
vate contempts are attended by 
a degree of formality beyond 
that of private contempts. In 
matrimonal causes, the proced- 
ure to hold a person in contempt 
for failure to comply with an 
order or + is governed 
by R. 3:80-2 and 3:87-3. These 
rules provide the contempt shall 
be prosecuted on notice stating 
the time and place of hearing, 
allowing a reasonable time for 
the preparation of the defense, 
and stating the essential facts 
constituting the contempt 
charged. Rule 3:80-2 goes on to 
provide... .” the notice may be 
given by an order to show cause; 





18) 


juagmen 








The institution of a contempt 
in a matrimonal 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


be institut- | 


the order of | 
improvidently | 


The contempt charg- | 





Rules City Not Liable For Damage Suits Just 
Because It Has Insurance 


Opiniens Also on Acknowledg- 
ments, Voter’s Qualifications 
‘umd Sheriffs Right to 
Reject Process 
RALEIGH (ACCN)—A North 
Carolina nwinicipality does not 
become liable to damage suits 
merely because it takes out lia- 
bility insurance, it was ruled by 
state Atty. Gen. Harry McMul- 

lan. 

The carrying of iiability insur- 
ance by a municipality, on part 
of its equipment, he said, does 
not waive its governmental im- 
munity on the equipment not 





cause by order to show cause, is 
not mandatory. However, the 
preferable procedure is by order 
to show cause. 

(2) The complaint for divorce 
under which the order of Sept. 
16, 1949 was entered was not dis- 
missed. Firstly, no urder or judg- 


ment of dismissal was ever en- 
tered. All that was done was 
that on Dec. 20, 1950. at a hear- 
ing, the Advisory Master, said 
“Very well, the original com- 
plaint will be dismissed”. But 
no order of dismissal was ever 
entered. The statement of the 
Advisory Master was not, and 
was not intended <o be an order 
of dismissal. In fact, he could 
not enter such order, his auth- 
crity being merely to advise 
same. And, the original com- 


plaint was not in fect dismissed. 
It was merely amended in con- 
formity with R 3:84-4. 

(3) The argument on _ this 
point is without merit. Addition- 
ally, the jurisdiction of the Ad- 
visory Master to advise the order 
is not disputed, and since the 
defendant made no attempt to 
appeal therefrom, he cannot 
now attack the validity of the 
order in the contempt proceed- 
ings. The validity of an alimony 
order can only be attacked in 
contempt proceedings based 
thereon, on the ground that the 
court lacked jurisdiction to en- 
ter the original order. 

Affirmed. 


covered and the local governing 
body may by resolution refuse to 
waive its governmental immuni- 
ty with respect to uninsured 
equipment. 

In other opinions, the North 
Carolina attorney general ruled: 

Although the original acqui- 
sition of municipal property 
would not be authorized a 
necessary expense, nevertheless, 
the expenditure of funds to keep 
a municipal center or similar 
property in repair may properly 
be made from tax funds. 

An instrument in writing 
may not be acknowledged in the 
name of a corporation or part- 
nership. There mus‘ an acknowl- 
edgement by the person who ex- 
ecuted the instrument in the 
name of the partnership or corp- 
oration. This may be done by the 
personal acknowledgement of an 
officer of the corporation or by 
the personal acknowledgement 
of a partner in the partnership 
or, under certain circumstances, 
by the proof of the handwriting 
of the subscribing officer thereto. 

A sheriff is legally justified 
in not serving a process which 


as 


shows on its face that the jus- 
tice who issued the process did 
not have jurisdiction over the 
cause of action 


Qualifications of voters in a 
municipal election are the same 
in a general election and are 
fixed by the constitution. The 
general assembly cannot alter 


aS 


these qualifications and an act 
which purports to do so is void. 
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When President Madison was con- 
vinced the United States must fight 
or perish, Newark was ready te 


fight. 
of 1812, 


In the midst of that gloom 


our ancestors planned a 


strong bank to make possible their 
dream of American expansion. 


COLLABORATION 


Estate-planning service by the National 
State Bank—-legal advice and will-draft- 
manship by the testator’s attorney—logi- 


cal collaboration to serve the best inter- 


ests of the attorney’s client who desires 


to 


trustee. 


NATIONAL 


. (Department of 


name this Bank as executor and 
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“Further Comments on the Proposed Revision 
Of Title 2 











A special session of the Legislature, to act upon the proposed 


revision of Titles 2 and 3 of the Revised Statutes, is sched 
to be called by the Governor for Monday, November 19th 


the bench, for the bar and for the public generally, the revision 


is not only timely but urgent. 


Concise 23nd unambiguous practice and procedure provisions 


are essential for the most effective functioning of our 


judicial system. Upon the Advisory Committee on Revision 
con- 


Statutes devoived the duty of reconciling and making more 
Sistent the provisions of these two Titles with each other 
with the Ries of Practice and Procedure promulgated by 


Supreme Court. Its work, as required by the legislation which 


createc it, included the correction of errors exisiing in 


Titles and the elimination of provisions which in the Committee 


judgment were deemed more properly includable in the 


of the Court. The completed work, embodied in proposed Titles 


1] 


2A anac 3A, snould be warmly welcomed by all who desire 


ther facilitation and improvement in the administration of justice 
The series of editorials on the Committee’s work which 


appearing in these columns (the first of which appeared 


weeks ago) are designed to indicate some of the relatively small 


amount of new matter which is proposed 
includes: 

Section °A:19-3 would allow a preferential transfer to be 
aside if it is made within four months prior to 





ment for the benefit of creditors, rather than wit mol 
prior to such assignment, as heretofore; thus brin sta 
tory period in our law into conformity with that if the bank- 
ruptecy act 

Sections 2A:26-2 and 2A:59-3 would enable county dist 
courts in attachment and replevin actions, respec*ively, to pr 


ceed as in the county and superior courts 
Section 2A:26-4 would raise the maximum exempti 
attachment of household goods and furniture 





Gent incurred in the purchase of such property rom $200 
value to $500 in value. The need for such an upward revi 
is clearly aynarent in the light of the drastic change in ec 
nomic conditions which has occurred since the 1901 attachmen 


act revision. 


By far the bulk of the Committee’s work consis‘ed of the 
moval of redundant, inconsistent and conflicting previsions 
in itself should yield incalculable benefits to the people of New 


Jersey. 


ial Not Pleasure Car Court Rules 


AUSTIN ‘(ACCN a '5-to-4 hs 
opinion handed down by the pleasure.” 
Texas Supreme court in an in- Penneil 
surance case held that the carry 
“Jeep” is not ‘a private passen- let and then an Oldsmobile f 
ger Seahatilie exclusively of the family car, it was noted. 


rd service rather than 





Who used the jee} 














pleasure-car type.” A p heated pinion writt 

Written by Justice Graham B. by Justice John H. aa, W ho 
Smedley, the majority opinion was joined by Chief Justice 
cost Paul Pennell, Grayson coun- E. Hickman and Justices Meade 
ty rural mail carrier, $100 a F. Griffin and Clyde Smith, helc 


month on an accident insur- that the Jeep was a pleasure 
ance policy. hicle. Justice Sharp said that 


Involved in the case was a poli- fact that the vehicle had a four- 
cy with United Insurance Co. whee! drive mighi inake it more 
which paid $100 a month in case of a pleasure to a hunter or fish- 


of injury and doubdie indemnity, erman. 
or $200 a month, if the accident je ee 
occurred in “a private passenger Miss Lewis Heads 
automobile exclusively of the 
pleasure-car type.” 

The high state court upheld Demestic Relations 
the Grayson county District _ - 


court and overruled the Dallas Miss Grace R. Lewis, Newark 
Court of Civil Appeals. attorney, has been named cha 

Justices Will Wilson. R.W. Cal- man of the National Association 
vert, W. St. John Garwood and cf Wemen Lawyer's important '* 
Few Brewster concurred in Jus- committee on Domestic Rela-| 


yuNnci 


tice Smedley’s prevailing opin- tions. In announcing 
ion that a 1946 Willys universal pointment, the president of 


the 


Jeep, four-wheel drive, is not ex- association said it was being 
clusively a pleasure car. made because of the interest 
“The testimony and the photo- Miss Lewis had shown in the as- 


graphs of the jeep in the re- sociation and particularly in 
cord,” the opinion said, “show work in this field. Com1 


that it is a rugged, uncouth ve- members appointed with "Miss 
hicle without beauty of line or Lewis include women lawyers | 
body, with no suggestion of com- from Massachusetts, Michigan 


fort and obviously intended for New York and Florida. 





HAROLD KAMENS 
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litigation with another person is not re- 


arded as a taxable power. Thus. 
which regardless of whether the power 
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>was that decedent or whether the other 


of ap- person has a suodstantial ad- 
antially verse interest, pre-1942 powers 
S are permanently free of tax. 
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a so trying he. Watch January 1, It's Important in Tax Savings 


harm, caused 





tending 
ontinued from Page 1 value of at least $19.000. In Feb.,| the gun  §0 off, the bullet It pays tax-wise to watch the ing business before the taxes be- 
1921. M sold to D, son of F, his St¥King and serious‘y wounding gate January 1 in planning oper- come due. 
(M’s) “right, title i interest Ali, who refused to press charges atfye changes in states other ‘ -atakas ornetation 
mortgaged pre- , 48ainst smith than the home office, corpora- = pening oR ES Lo 
: Le eeelicsaaee B00) for $5,000 cash,|_ The Grand Jury indicted tions are informed in a new 
‘hag quired abstract of ‘title, which it qujy paid at the settlement. Smith for assault and battery. year-end Commerce Clearing 
hk ae _. Since Feb., 1921, D and his wife, | Will these facts susport a con- House survey. 
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eee formance of any professional ser- 
> assessed until after the start | vice rendered to your clients. 
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to Betas Sens ‘““ provides that an action may be mitting the bank to obtain pos- pamphlet and schedule of rates 
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iis $5,000 loan to White 
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ATTORNEYS EXAMINATION 








(Continued from Page 5) | “Clay, N.J., Jan. 2, ’48. 
= = Doo aL | © agrees to sell and P to pur- 


trust officer of B Bank when chase ‘Blackacre’ 
° ° as c ) = 
she was discussing the purpose | ~ J 
of the trust that she wanted to]) 
continue he Ipir ng N but wished to 
create ‘the | trust to save herself the 2nd day of each month there- 
federal income taxes. The trust after, with final balance due at 
contained no power of revocation i a ne 10-00 7 ee a ce 
— } . 2 a ae aAvUCKoe c ° a.ill., Ull dJdall. 
by it. T died in 1951. A transfer 2 1951. Time is of the essence 
— ion ison gb i and on default S may retain all 
upon the corpus of the trust: installments and declare con- 
On appeal, decide the case. tract terminated Possession 
3. P, payee of an overdue siyen at settlement. 
pr _ ory ea fol —— sued (signed) S and P.” 
M. maker of the note. M answer- ? meat a : 
ed setting up a general denial P made all payme nts excepting 
Sie ar eee ‘| the last one amounting to $400 
During the course of the nego- On Jan. 1. 1951. P told § that 
° a vwaQii, Je . L sua * L c 
tiations looking toward settle- 


located in Clay, 
(detailed description fol- 
lowed) for the sum seg $5,000, 
payable $1,000 down and $100 on 


he (P) could not raise the last 


ment of the claim before trial, } ie : s 
one a . noth anne cgeege ey ee a payment until Feb. 2, 1951, 
nade statement t¢ c a ; d ; 3 

mace ¢ Statements 10 F at G'-|whereupon § replied, “I have 


ferent times: (1) “Yes, I signed 
the note in suit, but I am hard 
up and can’t pay you;” and (2) 
pay you $200. in full settle- 
ment.” 
No settlement occurred, and 


lived up to my contract, and I 
expect you to do li‘ewise.”’ 

On Jan. 2, 1951, at 10:00 a.m. 
S was at “Blackacre” with a deed 
duly executed and acknowledg- 
ed and he was in all other re- 





at the trial P was a ked questions spects ready, able ; mie gitting te 
on direct examina aon concern hold the settlement. P did not 
ing each ol these s BIEMeENTS, to appear On Jan. 5. 1951. § ; 
which M’s lawyer objected. “Blackacre” to Z. a bona fide 

Rule on the admissibility Of | purchaser. for the sum of $7.000 
eacn statement. in cash 


34. Knowing that B, a lawyer,!| P consults you with respec 
had to meet a client at the rail-|the above transaction and he 
road station, A, another lawyer asks you to advise him as t 
in the same office building, but) his rights and remedies, if 
not asSociated with B in business What would you advise? 
or in the particular case, said 36. Cole was about to bid for 
to B, “Take my car for your)a contract to erect a building for 
rrand. It is the black Cadillac | Ross, in Clay, N.J. Cole, desirin 
in front of the building. The keys! some one to do the metal work 
are in the car.” Although A had $s for him, submitted the plans and 
forgotten the fact, his car was ac- | specifications to Holt on March 
tually in the parking lot in the 10. 1951, and asked Holt for an 
rear of the buildicg. However,|estimate of the price at which 
the black Cadillac c* C, a strang- | Holt would do the required metal 
er in town, was in front of the work. On March 15, 1951, Cole 
building, with the key in the received a letter from Holt in 
ignition switch. Thinking that which Holt stated that he would 
C’s car was that of A, B drove, do the required metal work for 
it away. C’s car had bad brakes. | $2,500. Cole then submitted to 
When B tried to sicp the car at'} Ross his (Cole’s) offer to con- 
the first traffic light, the car did | struct the building for $30,000 
not stop in time and the car of|by Oct 1, 1951. Ross awarded 
D, crossing the intersection with | the job to Cole and the contract 
the lights in D’s favor was struck | was signed by Cole and Ross on 


and both cars were damaged. March 30, 1951. 
(a) Does D have any case of The next morning, Cole advis- 
ction against A, B, or C? ed Holt by telephone that he 
(b) Does C have any cause of ‘Cole) had signed the contract 
iction against B? with Ross for the construction of 
35. The document below was the building, and that he (Cole) 
signed by S and P: would be prepared to sign a writ- 
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ten contract — Holt at 4 o’- 
clock that afternoon, to which 
Holt replied ‘ ‘All right”. Shortly 
before 4, C le te lephoned to Holt 








ha e (Cole not had suf- 
ficie me to the con- 

ict but would sign it the next 
morning, to which Holt again 
re All right.” The next 





morning, Cole called on Holt and 
Holt told him that he (Holt) did 
not have the facilities to do the 
metal work by Oct. 1, hater and 
refused to sign the ; ( 
Cole tendered. On 2ust 15, 
1951, Cole was com to pay 
Jones $4,000 for the metal work; 
and, on Oct. 2, 1951, he sued Holt 
for breach of contract, demand- 
ng judgment for 31.500. Decide 
the case 


37. Brown was the owner of a 


tnat 








warehouse in which was stored 
packages of food. An employee 
Slept in the office of the build- 
ing to protect the stored food 
On the ide yf the  bDuild- 
in pposite the office a wooden 
door gave access to the build- 
Doe backed a truck to this 
door one nigh l pted 
to open it with hammer and 
but did not succeed. He 
the f blo1 h on the 
door, scorching it, but not open- 
At that time several pack- 
f f ‘O 1 out of a 

Wl x J ne a0o 
Doe p packages 01 : 
t | I eupr oliceman 

te D D arge 

1g comm t son anc 

Du W 





there T died. T devised “Black- 
sere” to’ 5S, a-son -by-a -prior 





m ize. Follo T’s death, 
Ww ec ith ¢ ther 

W now suits O iS ») ner 
rig At Ss wi ith respect Black- 


OPTION AL au ESTIONS 
(Answer Any Two) 

O-1. In June, 1951. H, then 
aged 18 years, and W. tl aged 
16 years, a domiciled in New 
Jersey, went to E!kton, Mary- 
land, and without the consent of 
heir parents, were married in 
Maryland. Under Maryland law, 
they were old enough to be mar- 
ried without parental consent 
H and W returned to New Jersey 
after the marriage and lived t 
gether there until September, 






Ss, 








11951, when W separated from 


W and her paren‘s consult you 
about the possibilty of W or her 
parents obtaining in New Jersey 


}an annulment of the marriage 


between H and W. 

What would you advise them? 

O-2. (a) Plaintiffs, husband 
and wife, residents of Pennsyl- 
vania, sued defendant, a corp- 
oration of New Jersey, in the 
United States District Court for 
New Jersey. The wife-plaintiff 
alleged in one count of the com- 
plaint injuries caused by defend- 


|ant’s negligence, and claimed the 


sum of $3,000. as damages. The 


|husband-plaintiff, in another 


count of the same complaint, 
claimed damages in the amount 
of $1,500. for loss of consortium. 


|Defendant moved to dismiss on 
jthe ground of lack of the neces- 


sary jurisdictional amount. 

Decide the moticn. 

(b) X and Y, as plaintiffs, re- 
sidents of New York and Con- 
inecticut respectively. sued R and 
S, as defendants, for $50,000. 


|damages, for breach of con- 
|tract, in the United States Dist- 
|rict Court for New Jersey. R was 
|a resident of New Jersey and S 


was a resident of New York. R 
}and S were duly served. Defend- 
‘ants moved to dismiss for lack 
;of jurisdiction. 

Decide the motion. 

O-3. (a) An engineer was 
awarded a $6,500 prize by a phil- 
anthropic organization as a re-j 
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sult of submitting an engineer- LEGAL NOTICES 
ing essay. Is it subject to income STATE OF NEW JER 


tax? 
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(ob) T occupied ar p 8 me 
til 1933 when he mov 4s : ; 
home. In 1951, the a e 4 
sold at a loss. During z rt 

the sale by 

unoccu} pied. 
Welt hag 
st ‘4 
ner .Subsequently i 
and his investment oe 
as per partnership agreement. te 

Is the loss deductil at 
come tax purposes? iets 

O-4. T, an interstat ee 

pany, discharzed cne ‘ 
ar rs because he refused to de- ai cheba sre ae 
liver a load or merchandise to, | s Fifth da 
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4 ‘ ’ i ‘ nt t e 4 hand and af 
{ t Z et t t iz Prenton 
MI I jadzn rizing dy 
s of kt , } —— ae Seal) A.D 1 s 1 nine bund 
F a I <| 1 fifty-one 
hPa. a fi ; | LLOYD B, MARSH, 
S y I kind e Pago 
la + I J Ar , 5 <-5U 
: At f > 3 
f ( AY 
‘ k &. N T 
z J Oct. 25, N ’ & 136 $7.98 ) 2 
. STATE O HONY ARTO IEO, d 
Dated: October 18, 1951 ; ' , ss 
. -< ESTATI OF MOSES MURRAY HESSEL e ( M 
i So | ilso MORRIS HESSEL, de ased - “es 
EY, a r.| Pursuant to the order of WILLIAM HU' r ; 
TI ft y x ened A 
stat »f | r 
: 4 
mtr Co nn 
e 27t la “ . 
\Né SARTOL ( 
3 ( | 
tober et as 2 cE FRE : err ' 5 
HANSON, de} por are OF BENJAMIN FERSKO, deceased. | ests OLu' o. DOUGLASS yo 
ycaer of WILLIAM HUCK, 
the County of Essex, this | WIL 
» application of the under-| Jr Surrogat t ( 
( said de ised, noris 
to the creditors of said} siz I id 
ns decease to ext t to the svt ribers under j 
oath or affirmati: their claims and demands 
S against the estate of said deceased, within | iff t s 
six mo this date, or they will be|t 
I recovering , forever mm prosecuting or recover- r this ) 
t bers ing the same against the subscribers. 1 from x 
HANSON ED FERSKO the ne ’ t t wer 


ANDE 
URST, 


RSON 
Attorneys 


15 


R A. FERSKO 
Attorney 
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PLUMP L. DOUGI 

WIELIAM Y. PRYOR, Attorr 
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Call 


Are Not Met 


List Two Faults in Study 















































The following Superior and County Court cases would have contin- 
are fisted in the Weekly Call to he held Made for Law Institute of tne offender from 
ae See tak ee ee — = ‘ indeterminate commitment to 
1537 . 1541 . 1617 . 1686 - 1688 - 1699 New York (ACCN)—A finding final discharge. Mandatory re- 
1702 - 1703 - 1706 - 1708 - 1710 - 1721 the 10-year-old youth auth- cNsibility was given the auth- 
1723 - 1727 - 1728 - 1731 - 1732 - ia, Ority program, which sovght im- ority to offer a line study 
1759 i 1761 - 1763 - 1768 - 1770 - 1771 proved techniques of rehabili and treatmen y n and 
ioe” oe.” F ae - 17% tion for youthful criminal: “has power to use existing : faci- 
1826. 1827 +. 1836 . 1837 nOt heen an outstanding success’ lities, or new facilities as funds 
ge — — a resulted from a two-year study became available. — 

269 - 207 1190 - 1909 of the program just completed Although noting ‘hat while the 
260 - 288 284 - 247 by Bertram M. Beck, assistant atute enacted by the five 
the oa Je od director of the bureau of public states “bear, in many i ances, 
294 - 242 174 - 228 affairs of the Community Service only a remote re.ationship to 
3 272 aa socie ty. the mode! act,” B und that 
The study was conducted for they substantial]; -mproved the 
NORMAN N. POPPER the American Law _ institute, treatmen of juvenile delin- 
REGISTERED PATENT elem arent. the Mee) Want eT end 1a eaiacaotn ae 
ATTORNEY Correction Authority act, and re- pyr pani as pobiae gers : eer 
17 Academy St., Newark 2, N J. presents Sen epee oe canted cae SSRN ene he pis 
Mitchell 2-1406 gee so geciney — a a ment Of youtniui oiteluel 
. + Stine of the model statute ne states 
erent ssi tit studied were California, Wiscon- U. S. District Court 
me = in, Massachusetts, Texas and Pretrials 
Minnesota. 
HARRY SOMMERS Beck concluded that the pro- , Pretrial irae hee ag Re 
eram was nsuccessful in the DCE RICHARE ARTSHORNE. i: 
REG. PATENT ATTORNEY i SR Gt ig ee ARE ROO ty cour mn Nae as tere pg! ra 
744 Broad St., Newark 2, N.J. cause: ne 
_ 1—The concept of separation | ! conferences have bet 
MArket 3-6430 of treatment and judicial func- Court’ has directed that a 
tion was lost primarily because Be Ig HEREBY GIVES siasie conan 
of the reluctance of the cou OF THESE A CTION LL COMMENCE NOV 
to temper their powers EMBER 19. 1951 vill be fixed at 
2—Inclusion of juvenile delin- 7 Witham H. 7 c 
quents with offenders nvicted By C E D 


WANT 


criminal courts made the 


entity 


in the 


former a distinct separate 





S O | EF O N FE and apart from neglected and 
dependent children all of whom 6551-49 
? need the same basic services somites 
LO Cc A t E D * The act, which was drafted by " ‘ 
the institute in 1940, provides C-413 
TRACERS CO. OF AMERICA that with only minor exceptions.  ¢.964.50 ¢-965-50._C-965-50C-11775 



































all convicted youthful offenders 48 1806 - 
513 MADISON AV., N.Y. 22, N.Y. must be committ for disposi- i pee Fe te 
tion to a statewide panel known C-117 cory C-567.49 C 4 
as the Youth Correction auth- — ¢.194.5 ¢-121-50 C-182-50 C-189-51 
50 C-529-5 
For Certified Shorthand & Stenotype Reporting eras 
CALL 
ADLER REPORTING SERVICE ital 
GENERAL REPORTING HEARINGS ankruptcies 
NOTARIES PUBLIC DEPOSITIONS ARSEN 
24 COMMERCE ST., NEWARK, N.J. — MArket 2-5974 u 
Frompt — Accnrate — Reasonable if aa 3 su re . RCUTION ! aa ; 
©fRACTS or proceedings in Superior and United Stater # einai S104. 730.70 Re noLans 
{‘ourts 5) eA Li se \delph Sehlesing 12s 
OEKTIFICATES of regularity of proceedings or corporate i |')''.)\>. “ S1.1SS.78 
ebatidiny. SUM : ; ‘ ~& . ~ 
*4xCHES in Superior Cour. « vew Jersey and United States SOCRKLEIN, Hugo M 726 Haddy 
Courts. SLSR ae ore 
SP RVMATION and forms in any of the departments at #: | ay 
Trenton. ee as = 
‘H# STATE CAPITAL fiTLE & ABSTRACT CO. @ ie er 
TIONAL NEWARK & ENTON TRUST BLDG. Newark; ol. ; Hiab, $1404.46; anvets $200 


SSEX BLDG., 
WARK 2, N. J. 
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Direct - by - Mail To You. . re uth vs 
PREPAID i 

ANYWHERE a 
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24 HOURS 
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HOGRAPHED CERTIFICATES ¢ CO 
EAF MINUTE 2OOK with Booster Lock 





ANSFER LEDGER LAE leh was Foe. J 
DUR LE CONTAINER FOR OUTFIT COMPLETE eae exOne t “tat 
t Kivur Coveré Add $1 for our DeLuxe Sac Sohn aude 
inted Minute $1.00 Extra Green Set—an unrivaled.) 
Corporation Name Gold Lettered value at only $12 At ; " 
on Books $1.00 Extra aa IS GMAIL CO: 333) Mey oS als SF = 
Save! If check accompanies der, you sare both postage and C,0.D aoe 








H. POLACHEK 


Reg. Patent Attorney 


1234 BROADWAY (at 31st) 
New York 1, N. Y. 


Phone: LO. 5-3088 


LEGAL STATIONERY CO., INC. 


298 BROADWAY NEW YORK 7.N. Y. COrtlandt 7-1743 





“A Complete Service To The Legal Professicn 
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CLASSIFIED ADVERTISING 


. J. L. J. Index Page 376 


EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNIT3S 


~ INFORMATION WANTED 
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SSIVN MAN WI ATTORNEY WH 


- EMPLOYMENT WANTED LAW CLERK WANTED 
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1H SERVICE TO ATTORNE’ 5 


IRVING M. MINION | 





Associated Adjuster 

24 Commerce St., Nev rk 
Mitchell 2-1771 MArket stat | 
st 
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ATTORNEY COOPERATION SOLIC TED 


W. D. ETTINGER & °0, 


SCUDDER FIRE ADJUSTER: 
FOR THE ASSURED 

9 CLINTON ST., NEWAR 
Mitchell 2-4694-5 
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x LICENSED ELizabeth 
BONDED 215) 
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‘\\¢ [Hanus Detective Agency 
MITNEY, HARDIN VARD Suite 601-602 
Dag 1143 E. Jersey St., Elizabet! 


CHARLES HANTS, Princis 
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FOREVER AND A DAY 


PERMA-PLAQUE PROCESS GUARANTEES 
Your COLLEGE, ATTORNEY’S or COUNSELLOR’S Certificat« 
FOREVER - FOR A LIFETIME - AD INFINITUM 
Your certificate becomes permanently sealed under lucite in 


beautiful mahogany, walnut, or bird's-eye wooden panel at littl 
more than ordinary framing. For information, call or write 





67 SPRINGFIELD AVE. = NEWARK 3, NEW JERSEY 
MArket 2-4290 
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TITLE INSURANCE 


W E offer the servize 0; » sviu:a NEW JERZ2* 
company engaged in the examination and insur- 
aice of titles to real estate in New Jersey. 


LAWYERS-CLINTON TITLE INSURAK 
COMPANY OF NEW JERSEY 


® Mew Jersey Cerporation—-CRCANIZED it2i—Serving Neu. 
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A An ee 








7 NELSON PLACE opp. Essex Consty Bat! of Recorts NEWARK, © ¢. | 
Mitchell 2-7875 Rates on Reques 
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SECRETARY SHORTAGE DESPERA 


. Civil Service Commission in Washington .. . Private business and 
sional concerns turning to dictating instruments to ease critical situatio 


Pat 
IREWAY 


A LOW COST Port 
Dictation-Transcrit 
System IN ONE U 







REE 
TRIAL 


IN YOUR OFFICE 
FOR ONE WEEK 


cing on wire is the 
2 inerpensive 
wi;. Cne smcil spool of 





wire can record your dic- 


tation, conference or tele- 
phone conversations for 
two uninterrupted hours, 
and be reused thousands LET US PROVE that this most 
of times without any ad- modern electronic achievement will save 


ditional expense. 
Phone Write Today! 


you a minin-um of $1560.00 a year—cut 
your dictation costs 57%. 


WIREWAY OF NEW JERSEY 


11 HILL STREET, NEWARK 2, N. J. MArket 2-4691 
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